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Campus Assembly
8 January 1973
I.

A motion to approve the minutes of the 23 October and 27 November
minutes was seconded and passed by voice vote. The Provost withdrew
the 4 December minutes from the agenda to be returned to the
Executive Committee for correction.

II.

The results of a special election for membership on the Consultative
Committee were announced: James Crow and Jeff Johnson for Stash
Hempeck and Bill Hennen.

III.

During the discussion on the proposed amendment to the By-Laws of
the UMM Constitution providing for the addition of the Morris Campus
Planning Committee as a standing committee, the following editorial
changes were made (as underlined):
A.

Organization
• . . A quorum shall consist of a majority of the voting
membership.

B.

Powers
. • • Specifically, the committee shall consider policy
matters relating to the institutional mission and i t s educational programs, • • • insofar as these matters relate to
long-range plans . •

Roshal inquired whether there was a precedent for having a standing
committee advise administrators. The Provost rep~ied that there
is a Senate Committee that is analogous in function.
ElaireJohnson wanted to know how the members of the MCPC have been
selected. Spring said in the beginning for approximately four or
five years, the President of the University actually selected the
members; in the past four or five years, the selection process has
been much as for the standing committees except that the membership
was not reported for action.
Bopp inquired whether there is a precedent for ex officio membership
without vote. He argued that institutional loyalty should exist
and be shared among all. Imholte replied that there is precedent
for stipulating "ex officio without vote." It was argued that since
administrators will get another chance to review and act on policies,
granting them a vote on the committee is in effect granting them a
double franchise. Spring moved to substitute "with vote" for "without
vote." Seconded by Ordway. Carried by show of hands: 31-25-5.
Raymond asked whether enough members were present to act on constitutional matters. The Provost ruled that there were in the absence of
a specific request for a count.
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Uehling asked for a review of why the change was being made.
Imholte said that the jurisdiction of the committee has narrowed
as the West Central Experimental Station moves off campus and that
as a standing committee, the MCPC will be able to report its
recommendations to the Assembly, which seems more appropriate than
to report to administrators.
There was some discussion of whether the MCPC would be a "super
committee" because its actions would have implications for other
committees. However, it was argued that although the scope of
the committee is broad, it will consider matters only in a longrange context, which context may be changed by short-range action;
the committee is not being granted super powers. Roshal suggested
that the intent was to create a super committee and that if shortrange action may affect the committee's consideration of the
long range, it might be better maintained as an advisory ad hoc
committee, responsible to an executive. Lammers argued that in
the beginning, members of the committee were selected from the
Minneapolis Campus, making it difficult to "get at them; 11 as a
standing committee, the MCPC would be required to confront the
Assembly.
Hart asked whether the last sentence of the charge was intended
as stated: is the committee intended to have "responsibility for
developing policies regarding the long-range planning process"?
Administrators have initiated processes of planning. Morris
replied that the MCPC could override administrators' processes
with the consent of the Assembly.
Gremmels expressed his opinion that broader representation would
be desirable.
The amendment (main motion) carried by voice vote.
IV.

In regard to the amendment concerning the Athletic Committee, Fosgate
recommended striking the phrase 'to the Northern Intercollegiate
Conference' on the grounds that it is too specific. This recommendation was accepted as an editorial change.
Palrud asked whether the representative to the women's athletic
conference (MINN-KOTA), should be a member of the committee. Ordway
replied that the MINN-KOTA Conference forbids such membership.
Peterson asked if the Intramural Directors were students.
are but need not be.

They
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There was discussion about the meaning of the clause, 'it shall
supervise all athletic activities.'
Uehling moved, seconded by Khan, to amend the last sentence of
B. Powers to read:
It shall provide for the enforcement of regulations and
the development of policies governing athletic activities.
Driggs said the amendment introduced redundancy and suggested
different phrasing. Uehling withdraw his motion.
Driggs moved to substitute the following for the last clause of
B. Powers (it shall supervise all athletic activities):
It shall supervise the implementation of policies
governing all athletic activities.
The motion was seconded and carried by voice vote.
A motion offered by Kemble to increase the size of the committee
failed for lack of a second.
Hart wondered if students were happy with the composition of the
committee (5 faculty, 4 students) and the size of the quorum (5).
In response, it was stated that bloc voting was not seen to exist
or as likely to exist.
Raymond moved, seconded by Lopez, to amend by increasing membership
to 14 with the addition of a voting member from the local community
not employed by UMM or belong to any UMM organization to be recommended by the Morris recreational program to the Executive Committee.
Several questions were raised about this amendment. There is no
precedent for such action. Raymond changed the motion, with the
consent of Lopez, to read 'nonvoting member' after Fosgate pointed
out that the motion would allow the community member to vote on
intercollegiate and intramural matters and Hinds noted a parallel
with nonvoting members stipulated in the main motion. Raymond
rejected a suggestion to seat the Director of Community Recreation
as an ex officio member because UMM would have no power to remove
him/her. There was sentiment expressed in favor of bringing in a
member from the community; however, Lammers predicted that the
action would deter the community from expanding its own recreational
efforts. Driggs suggested that the benefits of community ties could
be· served by inviting members of the community for consultations.
Tatum suggested that the Director of Continuing Education might
serve on this committee.
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The amendment offered by Raymond failed by voice vote.
The amendment (main motion) carried by voice vote.

V.

Eight amendments to the UMM Constitution were presented for information.

The meeting was adjourned at 5:39.
pt

